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it is a journey that is not ending but,
rather, taking a different course. I am
planning to travel especially in Latin
America to teach, to write at least one
more book, to continue my years of in-
terest in relations within the Western
hemisphere and in modernizing Amer-
ica’s intelligence capability, and fi-
nally to fulfill our responsibilities to
future generational leaders through
the creation of an institution that in-
stills the values of public service of
such great Floridians such as LeRoy
Collins, Reubin Askew, and our former
colleague Lawton Chiles.

These are things that excite me, that
inspire me and to which I am convinced
I can make a better contribution as a
private citizen at this, the end of the
beginning of my life.

Four years after he left the Presi-
dency, President Harry Truman said:

I have seen a great many men in public
life, and one of their besetting sins is to stay
in office too long.

I decided that I would not be guilty
of this common failing, and that I
should make way for younger men.

I extend my congratulations to the
man Floridians have chosen as my suc-
cessor, soon to be Senator MEL MAR-
TINEZ. I wish him the very best in his
new role. MEL is a friend. He is a good
man who has served Florida and Amer-
ica in many different positions of re-
sponsibility. I know the Senate will
welcome him to his new home in the
Senate.

We Floridians have high expectations
for Senator MEL MARTINEZ and for
those who will be serving in the 109th
Congress and beyond.

Goodbye, Mr. President.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——

CONFIRMING AUTHORITY OF THE
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, on
behalf of the leader, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
immediate consideration of H.R. 4620,
which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 4620) to confirm the authority
of the Secretary of Agriculture to collect ap-
proved State commodity assessments on be-
half of the State from the proceeds of mar-
keting assistance loans.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the bill be
read a third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the
table, and that any statements relating
to the bill be printed in the RECORD.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bill (H.R. 4620) was read the third
time and passed.

———

VIDEO VOYEURISM PREVENTION
ACT OF 2004

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask the Chair lay before the Senate a
message from the House of Representa-
tives on the bill (S. 1301) to amend title
18, United States Code, to prohibit
video voyeurism in the special mari-
time and territorial jurisdiction of the
United States, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the House of Representatives:

S. 1301

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S.
1301) entitled ‘“‘An Act to amend title 18,
United States Code, to prohibit video
voyeurism in the special maritime and terri-
torial jurisdiction of the United States, and
for other purposes’”, do pass with the fol-
lowing amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as
Voyeurism Prevention Act of 2004 .
SEC. 2. PROHIBITION OF VIDEO VOYEURISM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 18, United States Code,
is amended by inserting after chapter 87 the fol-
lowing new chapter:

“CHAPTER 88—PRIVACY

the “‘Video

“Sec.
““1801. Video voyeurism.

“§1801. Video voyeurism

“(a) Whoever, in the special maritime and ter-
ritorial jurisdiction of the United States, has the
intent to capture an image of a private area of
an individual without their consent, and know-
ingly does so under circumstances in which the
individual has a reasonable expectation of pri-
vacy, shall be fined under this title or impris-
oned not more than one year, or both.

“(b) In this section—

‘(1) the term ‘capture’, with respect to an
image, means to videotape, photograph, film,
record by any means, or broadcast;

“(2) the term ‘broadcast’ means to electroni-
cally transmit a visual image with the intent
that it be viewed by a person or persons;

“(3) the term ‘a private area of the individual’
means the naked or undergarment clad genitals,
pubic area, buttocks, or female breast of that in-
dividual;

“(4) the term ‘female breast’ means any por-
tion of the female breast below the top of the
areola; and

“(5) the term ‘under circumstances in which
that individual has a reasonable expectation of
privacy’ means—

““(A) circumstances in which a reasonable per-
son would believe that he or she could disrobe in
privacy, without being concerned that an image
of a private area of the individual was being
captured; or

“(B) circumstances in which a reasonable per-
son would believe that a private area of the in-
dividual would not be visible to the public, re-
gardless of whether that person is in a public or
private place.

““(c) This section does not prohibit any lawful
law enforcement, correctional, or intelligence
activity.”’.

(b) AMENDMENT TO PART ANALYSIS.—The
table of chapters at the beginning of part I of
title 18, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to chapter 87 the
following new item:

“88. Privacy
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Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am
pleased that the Senate is poised to
pass S. 1301, the DeWine-Schumer-
Leahy Video Voyeurism Prevention
Act of 2004. This bill targets the per-
nicious practice of invading a person’s
privacy through the surreptitious use
of hidden surveillance equipment. Spe-
cifically, the bill makes it a crime to
capture an improper, naked, or near-
naked image of a person without his or
her consent, and in such a way as to
violate his or her privacy. Any person
found guilty of video voyeurism as out-
lined in the bill may be fined or impris-
oned for up to 1 year or both.

In recent years, the explosion of
microcamera technology has fed the
growing phenomenon of video
voyeurism. Hidden cameras have been
discovered in bedrooms, bathrooms,
public showers, changing rooms, locker
rooms, and tanning salons, all aimed at
filming unsuspecting victims in var-
ious states of undress. Often, the inva-
sion of privacy is exacerbated when
captured images are posted on the
Internet for all the world to see.

I commend Senators DEWINE and
SCHUMER for bringing this invasive
practice to the attention of the Judici-
ary Committee and for crafting a bill
that addresses it in a thoughtful and
measured manner. In addition, I thank
them for addressing a concern I raised
during the committee’s consideration
of the bill. As introduced, the bill did
not expressly prohibit ‘‘cyber-peep-
ing”’—a particularly offensive form of
video voyeurism involving the contem-
poraneous transmission of improper
images of a non-consenting person over
the Internet through Web cameras and
other means. As reported by the Judi-
ciary Committee, the ‘‘cyber-peeping”’
loophole has been closed: The bill be-
fore the Senate today covers the simul-
taneous Web casting of images or any
other transmissions that may not be
recorded so that defendants who use
this means of violating people’s pri-
vacy cannot escape punishment.

The National Center for Victims of
Crime has dubbed video voyeurism
‘““the new frontier of stalking.” The
States are already responding to this
“new frontier” in many different ways.
Some have passed video voyeurism
laws; others have addressed the con-
duct within the context of their laws
against stalking. The Video Voyeurism
Prevention Act brings the Federal
criminal laws to bear on those who
commit this offense within the special
maritime or territorial jurisdiction of
the United States. It should be enacted
without delay.

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of passage of the
Video Voyeurism Prevention Act of
2004. This act would help safeguard the
privacy we all value, and help ensure
that our criminal law reflects the reali-
ties of rapidly changing technology. It
would do this by prohibiting both the
filming of and taking compromising
pictures of people in places where they
expect privacy the most. This impor-
tant legislation would give prosecutors



December 7, 2004

and law enforcement officers the tools
they need to fully prosecute these dis-
turbing acts, acts that have, tragically,
become more and more prevalent.

For example, a woman in my home
State of Ohio became a victim of video
voyeurism while she attended a church
picnic with her young daughter. She
told the Cincinnati Enquirer that, ‘‘as
I crouched down to put the baby in my
stroller, I saw a video camera sticking
out of his bag, taping up my dress. . . .
It rocked my whole sense of security.”
The law needs to say clearly that such
an act is illegal.

As disturbing as these acts are, they
are occurring with increasing fre-
quency and are going unpunished. Al-
most weekly, there are reports of cam-
eras found in public bathrooms and
changing rooms. Just recently, an em-
ployee of the New Mexico Department
of Transportation had installed a tiny
camera in an office restroom. What
makes these crimes even more trou-
bling is the ease with which these im-
ages can be transmitted to countless
people via the Internet. Now, not only
has an individual been victimized by
having per picture taken, she faces the
possibility of millions more seeing
those pictures in cyberspace.

While video voyeurism is currently
illegal in over 30 States, including
Ohio, there are still areas where pros-
ecutors are unable to file charges for
these crimes. As the defense attorney
for one video voyeur aptly observed,
“The criminal law necessarily lags be-
hind technology and human inge-
nuity.”

This legislation takes an important
step toward ensuring a person that he
or she will not be filmed or photo-
graphed where there is a reasonable ex-
pectation of privacy on Federal land,
like at a national park. Additionally,
the bill makes certain that perpetra-
tors of video voyeurism are punished,
by imposing a sentence of a fine or im-
prisonment for up to 1 year.

I thank my colleagues for supporting
the legislation.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate concur in the House amendment,
the motion to reconsider be laid upon
the table, and that any statements re-
lating to the bill be printed in the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—H.R. 5364, H.R. 4968, H.R.

4847, H.R. 4829, H.R. 4807, H.R. 4232,
H.R. 480, and H.R. 5370

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of the following postal naming
bills which have been received from the
House en bloc: H.R. 5364, H.R. 4968, H.R.
4847, H.R. 4829, H.R. 4807, H.R. 4232, H.R.
480, and H.R. 5370.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the bills
be read a third time and passed, the
motions to reconsider be laid upon the
table en bloc, and that any statements
relating to the bills be printed in the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

—————

EARL B. GILLIAM/IMPERIAL
AVENUE POST OFFICE BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 5364) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 5505 Stevens Way in
San Diego, California, as the ‘“‘Earl B.
Gilliam/Imperial Avenue Post Office
Building,” was considered, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

————

BILL MONROE POST OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 4968) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 256 McHenry Street
in Rosine, Kentucky, as the ‘“Bill Mon-
roe Post Office,” was considered, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed.

———
LIEUTENANT GENERAL JAMES V.
EDMUNDSON POST OFFICE
BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 4847) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 560 Bay Isles Road in
Longboat Key, Florida, as the ‘‘Lieu-
tenant General James V. Edmundson
Post Office Building,” was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third

reading, read the third time, and
passed.
——
IRMA RANGEL POST OFFICE
BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 4829) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 103 East Kleberg in
Kingsville, Texas, as the ‘“‘Irma Rangel
Post Office Building,” was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third

reading, read the third time, and
passed.
——
ADAM G. KINSER POST OFFICE
BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 4807) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 140 Sacramento
Street in Rio Vista, California, as the
“Adam G. Kinser Post Office Build-
ing,” was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

————————

CONGRESSMAN JACK FIELDS POST
OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 4232) to redesignate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 4025 Feather Lakes
Way in Kingwood, Texas, as the ‘“‘Con-
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gressman Jack Fields Post Office,” was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

————

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
HENRY JOHNSON ANNEX

The bill (H.R. 480) to redesignate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 747 Broadway in Al-
bany, New York, as the ‘“United States
Postal Service Henry Johnson Annex,”’
was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

———

DONALD G. BROTZMAN POST
OFFICE BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 5370) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 4985 Moorhead Ave-
nue in Boulder, Colorado, as the ‘“‘Don-
ald G. Brotzman Post Office Building,”’
was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

———

HIPOLITO F. GARCIA FEDERAL
BUILDING AND UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE

JAMES V. HANSEN FEDERAL
BUILDING

TOMOCHICHI UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, on
behalf of the leader, I ask unanimous
consent that the Environment and
Public Works Committee be discharged
from further consideration of H.R. 3884,
H.R. 3147, and H.R. 2523, and that the
Senate proceed to their immediate con-
sideration en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report the bills by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 3884) to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 615 East Houston Street in San An-
tonio, Texas, as the Hipolito F. Garcia Fed-
eral Building and United States Courthouse.

A bill (H.R. 3147) to designate the Federal
building located at 324 Twenty-Fifth Street
in Ogden, Utah, as the James V. Hansen Fed-
eral Building.

A bill (H.R. 2523) to designate the United
States courthouse located at 125 Bull Street
in Savannah, Georgia, as the Tomochichi
United States Courthouse.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bills, en bloc.

Mr. ALEXANDER. I ask unanimous
consent that the bills be read a third
time and passed and that the motions
to reconsider be laid upon the table en
bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bills (H.R. 3884, H.R. 3147, and
H.R. 25623) were read the third time and
passed.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-15T12:46:16-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




